The paper aims to analyse and compare personal opinion of respondents on corruption perception in Austria and Slovenia with the help of the adoption of the questionnaire of the Global Corruption Barometer of Transparency International. The research results on corruption perception are based on survey sample of 469 respondents in Austria and 410 respondents in Slovenia. The analyses confirmed that the level of corruption differs significantly between Austria and Slovenia, but differences within the country are largely not significant depending on gender. The study proves higher awareness on harms of corruption in Austria, while in the other fields of corruption fighting -corruption as a problem and effectiveness of national governments when fighting against corruptiondo not differ much between the two countries. The study proves that with entering Slovenian and Austrian business environment the investors will be faced better anticorruption environment in Austria than in Slovenia but corruption risks can appear in each of the country.
Introduction
The phenomenon 'corruption' is not new. Before the 1990s, research on corruption was mainly done in the fields of sociology, political science, history, public administration, and criminal law. Since management 12 (4): [375] [376] [377] [378] [379] [380] [381] [382] [383] [384] [385] [386] [387] [388] [389] then, the economics of corruption became an important field of study, with a wide range of related research (Shleifer and Vishny 1993; Ata and Arvas 2001; Abed and Gupta 2002; Bojnec and Fertő 2017) . The descriptions of the term 'corruption' range from very broad terms such as 'misuse of public power' to legal terms describing corruption 'the illegitimate use of public or communal resources for private gain' (Roberts 2015, 82) . Melgar, Rossi and Smith (2010) termed government corruption as the misuse of public office with the purpose of making private gain. These descriptions are coherent with the explanation of Transparency International (see https://www.transparency.org/what-is-corruption) which is understood as 'the abuse of entrusted power for private gain.' The most predominant form of corrupt actions occurs when companies bribe public officials (Luo 2004) . Considering this fact, international business scholars and economists follow the definition of Transparency International (Judge, McNatt, and Xu 2011) .
A body of literature has developed analysing the corruption focusing on developing or emerging countries. For example, Olken (2009) investigated the situation in the road-building industry in Indonesia. Godinez and Liu (2014) studied the relationship between corruption and foreign direct investment (fdi) and tried to explore if corruption deters fdi or not. A different study concentrated on the relationship between corruption and moral schemas in public procurement on the example of Uganda (Ntayi, Ngoboka, and Kakooza 2013) . Nevertheless, corruption is not solely a problem in developing or emerging markets, but also in industrialized countries.
To measure the actual corruption rate seems to be difficult, as this particular 'business' is rather secretive and of course illegal. Therefore, involved people tend to avoid talking about this particular issue or participating in experiments dealing with 'corruption' (Armantier and Boly 2011) . Therefore, Transparency International (2017) is trying to capture this phenomenon with two indices like the Corruption Perception Index (cpi) and the Global Corruption Barometer (gcb). The main difference between the cpi and the gcp is that the cpi is focusing on the attitudes of business people while the gcp is an opinion survey that reflects the attitude towards corruption of a country's population (Seligson 2006) . Several aspects allow criticising the corruption indices. These are too many definitions of corruption as indices and even more subdivisions and interpretations, depending on the country's conduction of the data collection because experts and respondents might have a different idea of the term 'corruption' (Zaman and Faiz-Ur-Rahim 2009) . Ogwang and Cho (2014) 376 management · volume 12 describe as the main weakness of the cpi the different methodology applied in each year and country/territory by Transparency International (2017), which hampers year-to-year and cross-country comparisons in the levels of corruption perceptions. Experts systematically overestimate the frequency of corruption. Therefore, experts do not provide an ideal target group in order to measure the real level of corruption (Razafindraktoto and Roubaud 2010) . Furthermore, the cpi measures the general perception of corruption but does not measure specific types of corruption (Ko and Samajdar 2010) . The gcb has changed also its methodology over the years. While different research companies conducted the research in each country in 2011, in 2013 and 2016, but only two companies (tns and Efficience 3) carried out a stratified data collection across all regions. Furthermore, tns used Computer Assisted Personal Interviews (capi) while Efficience 3 used Computer Assisted Telephone Interviews (cati). Additionally, different questionnaires were used each year, which makes a comparison difficult. Furthermore, the gcb was not measuring corruption in all three time periods in all countries. For example, the gcb was measured in Slovenia in all three periods, while Austria was excluded in 2013 and 2016. However, an exclusion of the gcb does not infer that there is no corruption in Austria.
Research on gender differences is vast but rather limited in the context of corruption. One research stream is for example measuring the effect of women as public officials on corruption. According to Dollar, Fisman, and Gatti (2001) and Swamy et al. (2001) , a higher percentage of women as public officials would lead to a decrease of corruption in the subsequent country. Women tend to be less tangled in cases of bribery and are not as tolerate when bribery is at stake. Additionally, if women are more present in the parliament, meaning the share of women is higher, the degree of corruption is not that high (Swamy et al. 2001) because women are more relationshiporiented due to their higher degree of moral behaviour (Rivas 2013) . Torgler and Valev (2010) as well as Fišar et al. (2016) show significantly greater aversion to corruption among women because males rather tend to be individualistic or more selfish than females. The resistance of public servants towards corruption is found to relate less to a willingness to report and are less inclined to reciprocate as found by Lambsdorff and Frank (2011) . Consequently, women are less willing to harm the common good for an increased personal gain than men are. In particular, this statement holds true for public positions like in the government (Dollar, Fisman, and Gatti 2001) . Esarey and Chirillo (2013) argue that this corruption gender gap might exnumber 4 · winter 2017 377 ist in some countries because women rather comply with political norms as a result of gender discrimination and risk aversion.
We argue that the investigation of the gender difference in corruption should be extended for at least three reasons: First, Rivas (2013) who used a laboratory field experiment for her investigation suggested that further research concerning the relationship of corruption and gender should be conducted. Second, Swamy et al. (2001) also indicated that researchers a very far from reaching a consensus on this issue and further research is required. Third, although research has already been done in the field of corruption in Austria and Slovenia, such as the cpi and gcb, no study has compared how the corruption perception differs among male and females in these two countries.
Theoretical Model
The theoretical model in figure 1 is based on the Social Role Model, the Evolutionary Theory and the Artifact Model. According to the social role model, the social role assigned to males and females influence the development in the personality, which again influences behaviour. As a result, thinking patterns, feeling and behaviour of men and women are derived from the social roles that are attributed to them (Schmitt et al. 2009 ). However, Eagly (1987) claims that these roles may also be related to other factors such as childhood socialisation pressures or biological predispositions, but the social roles remain the most influential part.
According to the evolutionary theory, differences in gender are biologically inherent and can be put down to preindustrial age, where men were responsible for hunting and exploring new territories while women took care of the children (Schmitt et al. 2009 ).
The artefact model can be seen as a combination of the social role model and the evolutionary theory. This model assumes that social roles as well as biology determine differences in gender (Feingold 1994) . Therefore, our assumptions are based on three theories in which men are more assertive, aggressive and adventurous than females (Eagly 1987; Feingold 1994; Meyers-Levy and Loken 2015) . In other words, we assume that men are more willing to take corrupt actions or are less willing to report cases of corruption than females.
Research Design
For this research, in addition to the gender question, four questions of the gcb of Transparency International have been adopted and asked: Feingold 1994; Schmitt et al. 2009) 1. How has according to your opinion changed the level of corruption in Austria/Slovenia? 2. To what extent do you think that corruption in the public sector poses a problem in our country? With the public sector, we refer to employees in organizations/institutions that are owned and/or under the authority of the public sector. 3. In your relations with the public sector, how important is the personal contact/relationship/acquaintance in managing the things that are in the domain of the public sector? 4. How effective do you think is the government in the fight against corruption?
The data collection took place in Austria in the year 2015 and in Slovenia in the year 2016 with a non-stratified sample. The respondents in each country had to be a country citizen with 25 years and older, employed, students with work experience or pensioners. Fulltime students were excluded from the target population. In Austria, the data collection used a mixed method with online-questionnaires as well as paper questionnaires. The reason for additional paper questionnaire was the goal of the researchers to increase the sample size by not excluding those respondents who fulfil the criteria for participating in the survey, but who do not have access to the Internet. The online questionnaire was sent to employees of sev- eral companies as well as the customs office. The paper questionnaires were distributed at different gas stations. 518 responses could be collected, among them 378 were collected via the Internet questionnaires and 140 via paper questionnaires. 49 respondents had to be excluded from the analysis, as they have not fulfilled the required criteria for the research. Therefore, only 469 questionnaires could be used for the Austrian analysis.
In Slovenia 1,500 randomly selected e-mails were sent accompanied with an invitation letter to complete the survey via the on-line placed questionnaire. E-mail addresses were found on various websites, both business and private. On the invitation letter responded 789, which is more than 50%. However, only 417 respondents completed the on-line questionnaire and seven were excluded, because the respondents were below an age of 25 years. Therefore, the sample size of 410 for Slovenia was used, which corresponds to the purpose of our study.
The analysis of data collected for Austria and Slovenia has been conducted using descriptive statistics, independent paired t-test, cross-tab Pearson Chi-Square, Likelihood-Ratio test, and Cramer's V-test. The analyses were carried out with Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (spss24). For the analysis we used a total sample size for Austria of n = 469 and for Slovenia n = 410. However, it should be noted that for Slovenia on the questions (q1 and q2) in the gcb questionnaire are used 408 observations, because one male and one female did not answer on the question, on q3 406 observations, because four females did not answer on the question, and on q5 408 observations, because two females did not answer on the question. In both countries, respondents under the age of 25 were excluded. Our research question and hypothesis focus on the difference in the corruption perception between Austria and Slovenia and whether gender can be associated to the corruption perception in the coun-380 management · volume 12 try. In this paper, we investigate only four questions (q1, q2, q3 and q5) in the gcb questionnaire, which has been used in our survey to test the following null (h0) and alternative (ha) hypothesis:
h0 There is no significant difference in the corruption perception between Austria and Slovenia.
ha There is a significant difference in the corruption perception between Austria and Slovenia.
Results
According to the age of respondents, the age distribution for Austria and Slovenia is similar with the most significant groups between 25 and 64 years old (table 1) . For Austria, the most represented age groups are 25-34 and 35-44 years old, while for Slovenia age groups 35-44 and 45-54 years old. Table 2 shows the frequencies in the gender distribution. In Austria 54.8% of the respondents were male and 45.2% female. In Slovenia 33.4% of the respondents were male and 66.6% were female.
During the most recent years, the level of corruption has changed more in Slovenia than in Austria (table 3). In Slovenia there is also a stronger believe that corruption is a problem in the public sector, while in Austria there are more important personal contacts and/or relationships when dealing with the public sector to get things done. In Slovenia there is also a higher believes in the ineffectiveness of government actions in the fight against corruption than in Austria.
Regarding the question q1 on how has according to your opinion changed the level of corruption in the country, it has been found that 43.6% of respondents in Slovenia believe that the level of corruption in Slovenia remained unchanged in the period of last two years. Other answers go up in the direction of increasing. Finally, 15.4% of the respondents in Slovenia believe that the level of corruption was little or greatly reduced.
According to gender, 50.7% of male respondents in Slovenia consider that the level of corruption in Slovenia in the last two years remained the same, just under 19%, however, that the level of cornumber 4 · winter 2017 notes q1 -Over the past two years, how has the level of corruption changed in Austria/Slovenia? (1 = decreased a lot, 5 = increased a lot). q2 -To what extent to you believe corruption is a problem in the public sector in your country? By public sector we mean all institutions and services that are owned and/or run by the government (1 = not a problem at all, 5 = a very serious problem). q3 -In your dealings with the public sector, how important are personal contacts and/or relationships to get things done? (1 = not important at all, 5 = very important). q5 -How effective do you think your government's actions are in the fight against corruption? (1 = very effective, 5 = very ineffective). ruption has increased significantly. On the other hand, 40.1% of female respondents are of the opinion that the level of corruption in Slovenia in the last two years remained the same, while 24.6% believe that the level of corruption has increased slightly. It is believed that corruption stayed at the same level, which is more frequently expressed by male in Austria and female in Slovenia 382 management · volume 12 (table 4). That corruption decreased a lot is least important answer by respondents both in Austria and in Slovenia. On the other hand, more frequent answer in the Austrian sample is that corruption decreased a little and increased a little among male, and particularly increased a little among female. In Slovenia, female evaluated more critically than male particularly for increased a little and increased a lot. Statistical differences in rankings by gender -male vs. female -on how has the level of corruption changed over the past two years in Austria and in Slovenia are confirmed by Pearson Chi-Square (0.004 for Austria and 0.013 for Slovenia), Likelihood-Ratio test (0.003 for Austria and 0.007 for Slovenia), and Cramer's V-test (0.004 for Austria and 0.013 for Slovenia).
That corruption is a problem in the public sector is recognized in both Austria and Slovenia (table 5). As the public sector is defined with all institutions and services which are owned and/or run by the government.
Both in Austria and Slovenia only a small percentage of respondents believe that corruption in the public sector is not a problem. The most common single answer in Austria and in Slovenia was that corruption in the public sector is a serious problem. This is confirmed also by gender, particularly for male in Austria and female in Slovenia. A moderate problem of corruption in the public sector is recorded as the second most frequent answer in Austria, while a very serious problem in Slovenia. For example, almost 42% of male respondents in Slovenia answered that corruption in the public secnumber 4 · winter 2017 tor represents a very serious problem, while no one thinks it is not a problem. On the other hand, 42.3% of female respondents in Slovenia believe that corruption in the public sector is a serious problem and only 1.8% that it is not a problem. Statistical differences in rankings by gender on the extent of corruption in the public sector in Austria and Slovenia are not confirmed for Austria, but they are confirmed for Slovenia: Pearson Chi-Square (0.201 for Austria and 0.02 for Slovenia), Likelihood-Ratio test (0.192 for Austria and 0.01 for Slovenia), and Cramer's V-test (0.113 for Austria and 0.169 for Slovenia). This means that there is no association between gender and attitude towards corruption in the public sector in Austria, while it is in Slovenia.
In relations with the public sector are important the personal contact/relationship/acquaintance in managing the things that are in the domain of the public sector as this is the most frequent single answer in Austria as well as in Slovenia (table 6) .
Only small percentage of respondents believes that the friendships they have no influence on managing the things that are within the domain of the public sector. In Austria, on the second place is ranked that the acquaintances were very important, while in Slovenia almost equally important are moderately important and very important. Statistical differences in rankings by gender on how important are personal contacts to get things done in dealing with the pub- (0.064 for Austria and 0.082 for Slovenia). This means that there is no association between gender and attitude towards corruption in terms of dealings with the public sector using personal contacts to get things done. Regarding how effective is the government in the fight against corruption, in Austria, most of male and female respondents think that government actions in the fight against corruption are neither effective nor ineffective or even they are ineffective (table 7) . Ineffective and very ineffective is even more important for Slovenia. Almost half of the respondents (48.8%) in Slovenia were of the opinion that the government in the fight against corruption is ineffective. According to gender in Slovenia, male in 49.6% believe that the government is ineffective in the fight against corruption, while female in 48.3%. This was also their most frequent single response. Barely 2.7% of respondents in Slovenia believe that the government is very or only effective in the fight against corruption. Effective is more frequent answer in Austria than in Slovenia, while very effective is not important neither in Austria nor in Slovenia. Statistical differences in rankings by gender on how effective is the government in the fight against corruption, neither in Austria nor in Slovenia are not confirmed by Pearson Chi-Square (0.467 for Austria and 0.604 for Slovenia), Likelihood-Ratio test (0.458 for Austria and 0.604 for Slovenia), and Cramer's V-test (0.087 for Austria and 0.082 for Slovenia). This means that there is no association between gender and attitude towards effective government actions towards corruption neither in Austria nor in Slovenia. 
Discussion
The paper is based on the analysis and comparisons of the results from own surveys data with used a questionnaire for gcb in Austria and Slovenia, the two neighbouring countries, both members of the European Union (eu). A sample population represented residents in the country aged at least 25 years old, employed students with work experience and pensioners. The sample was non-stratified, assigned to the randomly selected respondents. Our research question and hypothesis have focused on the difference in the corruption perception of respondents between Austria and Slovenia and separately in relation to gender associated the corruption perception. Our research has answered on the question of corruption perception in the Austrian and Slovenian societies. By using the descriptive statistics, we show a sample characteristics of the survey data and/or demographic characteristics of the respondents in connection with the chosen first four questions in the gcb questionnaire.
The higher level of economic development measured by gross domestic product per capita, earlier membership of Austria in the eu, cultural and some other differences can be reasons for more clean of corruption behaviour in Austria than in Slovenia, which is also consistent with the cpi by Transparency International (2017). For example, in 2016, among 176 countries, Austria with cpi score of 75 is ranked at the 17th place on the top among the most clean of corruption countries, while Slovenia with cpi score of 61 on the 31th place, considering that cpi is scaled between 0 (highly corrupt) and 100 (very clean).
Conclusion
The main novelty and contribution of this paper is in comparison gcb measures in Austria and Slovenia. The empirical results have confirmed significant difference in the perception of corruption between Austria and Slovenia. The change in the level of corruption and corruption in the public sector is found higher in Slovenia than in Austria. Personal contacts are more important in Austria than in Slovenia, while the ineffectiveness of government action to fight corruption is perceived higher in Slovenia than in Austria. Gender cannot explain the different perception of corruption in Austria and Slovenia.
Although this paper covers more aspects of corruption on a gender perspective, the study also has some notable limitations and thus possible direction for research in future. Firstly, the research does not take any other demographic variables, such as age and occupation, into account. These variables could be considered in future research when analysing different aspects of corruption. Secondly, it would have also been interesting to find out whether corruption is influenced by other characteristics in both countries, such as its national competitiveness. For example, Ulman (2014) found out that the level of national competitiveness, including factors as the standard of living, the rate of employment, significantly influences the perception of corruption. Thirdly, this research focuses only on Austria and Slovenia and does not compare results with other countries. Therefore, an idea to extend this research would be a cross-country comparison. However, when considering a cross-national study, the culture and history have to be considered, as Bhargava (2005) found out that corruption is heavily influenced by these factors. Finally, among limitations of this study is relatively small sample size and the sample has not been stratified.
In addition, the questionnaire was based on four gcb index questions, while the data collected for the remaining questions in the gcb questionnaire have not been analysed in this paper. Therefore, among issues for further research are improvements in sampling procedure towards stratified sample, bigger sample size, analysis of additional answers of the gcb index questions and comparisons with cpi index questions.
